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Perception of Sex Pheromone in Moth

Kye Chung Park*
New Zealand Institute for Plant and Food Research, Christchurch 8140, New Zealand

ABSTRACT: Moths have a well-developed sex pheromone communication system. Male moths exhibit an extremely sensitive and
selective sex pheromone detection system so that they can detect the sex pheromone produced by conspecific females and locate them
for successful mating. Using the pheromone detection system, male moths display characteristic stereotypic behavioral responses, flying
upwind to follow intermittent filamentous pheromone strands in pheromone plume. The chemical composition of female sex
pheromone in moths, typically comprised of multiple compounds, is species-specific. Male moths contain specialized pheromone
receptor neurons on the antennae to detect conspecific sex pheromone accurately, and distinguish it from the pheromones produced by
other species. The signals from pheromone receptor neurons are integrated and induce relevant behavior from the male moths. Male
moths also contain olfactory sensory neurons in pheromone sensilla, specialized for pheromone-related behavioral antagonist
compounds, which can enhance discrimination between conspecific and heterospecific pheromones. Here we review reports on the sex
pheromone detection system in male moths and their related responses, and suggest future research direction.

Key words: Antenna, Electroantennogram, Odor filament, Odor plume, Olfactory sensory neuron, Sensilla, Sex pheromone, Single
sensillum recording

X 8 upge Aol 220 e A2 o] 2 o] gltk 559 gh3lo] WEshe Ao 28 AN A3t 5le e Zopt
SR 5 QIS 8] I, A e TR i e 2 ) Alghg 2hL Qle. o] efah Al o) gal ] A e 2 )
7Ps(plume)& weh whke Ae] mastEA A 0 g s o 28 YAzt odor filaments)& F2{sh= 11799544 (stereotypic
behavior)& Belt. Aukzo 2 olef R0 2 T o] Al Al e 11 24o] 5ol %|(species-specific)el ™, HlSEt AR F

SFrobe AR Bo] WEHe Ao LR 55 Qo] MEshe AP ZES 33| TRE) 954 S Re S7hol ofe] SR mEw &

shel #| 22 BAAIEEE 2L §lojH, o8] Fl2Es AT 1 v
[

WA ik 57 e 0

A4 AEES FIN B RS A4 dERgo] o]
0] .28 RN olLieh fAlEo] AL EH ] ZE AR ES Solde 2 gHshs 18 antagonistic)

AAAZEE 23 ol 28 Aee et £ FHAE AF7HH) RIH 53 Lpihe] S 28 701 A28} o) o} gkl 3te]
427) 2 YAl thet AT FHES Felaha, o] B Feso] o 29 AT WIS A Askara} Fe.

FNO0L: WAZFE, WA, WAZHALE, WA)E, S5, AR 2, 7, S

1}H Z(Jean-Henri Fabre)7} 10003 Hof T 22| 14}
(Saturnia pyri QA S. pavonia)®) Y5 TS S5 A2
27 7H5A4S %2 HAKFabre, 1913)3F 2] 500 { B0 &
o s} HEYE(Adolf Butenandt)7} ol UH(Bombyx
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mori)©| 4| bombykolo|gh= AW 2R RS Hze 54 0
113} 3I(Butenandt et al., 1959), Z+-2 &fjof] 7
Karlson¥} Liischer 7} ‘5£2] SA1E52-2 ‘¥ 22 (pheromone)’
olgtar Ty} thKarlson and Liischer, 1959). B| 222 5%
o] th= A 25 e EATF 1A Y5k (stereotypic behavior)
& o[} YA BAB AR 250] 0] Yol ol 2

3l &&kS 3l=t||(Karlson and Liischer, 1959; Murmu et al.,
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2020), 53] o] o] WSkl =3lo] ZFA|sto] HE-g-5h
= YA A= AN AHE ThE # 2 2o] H]gf] H]wA]
T FollA AA|E] AtE o ek Alg7hA] 27l 155,000
of F L ol Al 70001 F2] Lol A oA A w2 2ol
25 4] ¢Jth(Naka and Fujii, 2020).
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SH3 A1 7 HEFo ]| =(pheromone
biosynthesis neuropeptide: PBAN)o]| 9]} 24 |0, | 222
A dstal WEshe 252 &3] Y Y elE(circadian rhythm)
£ w}2=t||(Choi et al., 2003; Jurenka, 2017), =7 Wh+9] 7
2] gt B4 o] 2|3k T 2ol A A A|(biological
clock)oll &Jsff 28 %= Zlo] YHHARIA|= oFF] E/rgsith
ol A4 2 YR =A = | = WEe] A5 4t
of flom wheha] 7 RS v e = i Ao WE =
PR A S A, A ¢ e s A 22 FAA A

dlo] LR wekEo] glrk. U W RES E1h Aol ot

3 952 % oueka Azhelo] Siek Ak A e 5
B S 240 Holo} HlEo] A9 H| = Ao ekt
S WIo|E L] Zlsieo} 5 Raje] Bl Hicks 74w
St 5= 37 Q1th(Baker, 2002; Pasqual et al., 2021).

o] oA el RS wEE = 27| 522 wef oj

[
Al 2 23] diet RS gghs] dEsliof gtk 1217] fish
Az Sl Y A e ghtE e AR e dEel
= AgelA] ghom, FEdo) v
ORNE F7|FoR YEEE a&0] oA HEEoR
GoIA] ghe Zloftk whebA, W] Bl =2 11 EAlo] of
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L =] W) glof gl Aol AvbAolh, E Ly vz
© 0 B4 AR BSAL Solshe] 2 Aol A
FASHET) N e o A2} A flo] 2l A uhgy
S ghek. U RS vk o 2 9 /%) 2 sletea

AASF 2A] 0 2 = thd E(multicomponent) 2.2, o] 7}

2]of| F-/d(minor component)E°] YA HlE= 7= o]
FTE01A N2 Y 27| vl a3t o TS 3thChangetal,
2017)

L] A | =S o A et A =l
whef A 5 714 Z55(Type 1 3 Type I .2 U H, of 7] of]
o) ok b AR 4Rse] e F A 1%
(Type 0 W Type ) 2.2 L}3H=d|(Lofstedt et al., 2016), L}
o] 3k B 9170 wfeh Al FEE 2 ERle] A
S FHTT Type | A|REE thad: 10-187)10] A5
Ait EZ 0] obAH|O|E, UFE B LH|s| =] BsT| = -
e, R WY A A =20 75%F AFARIE(Ando
et al., 2004). Type IT B2 g4 17-23719) A& &3}
TR 2-5719] Foo]Z AT conjugated double bond)S Zt
= Eskea W 0] 59] of| Z A G- = A|(epoxide derivatives) o]
(Ando et al., 2004; Sun et al., 2019; Naga and Fujii, 2020), ©]
2]3t Type I1 #| 222 AlSHe T152] Lol A Harsof glrt
(Millar, 2000; Aldo et al., 2004; Lofstedt et al., 2016). Type [
¥} Type I U 9| 2429] 7]221Q1 2ol = Whls7] 9] -7
ol], @A A =2 o] v 7000 Z= L) Zo| A Type I =]
2.0 ALgaH L 6000] 5, )31 Type Il 5222 A}
£ UpRe ok 10007 0]t (Naka and Fujii, 2020). 2.3
2971 91 % 714 )2 5] vla) BN 11 S, o] 5
of) £537] k= Type 09} Type 1119] 4] 21 Q11 Lhoi|
%]o] QItHLofstedt et al., 2016). Type 0 H| 222 ghAa=
o BkA Z A2 Zh= o)X} F - 2(secondary alcohol)
Tt v 2 Al E(methyl ketone) © 2 Aol Al W&dh= &
ol WA ER T} S-AFSH|(Kozlov et al., 1996; Lofstedt et
al., 2016; Naga and Fujii, 2020), Type 0 | 2 X2 =2 A
Hh=ol A ®RIi1E|o] QlojA, Eriocrania semipurpurella®} E.
sangii+=Z}Z} (R, Z)-6-nonen-2-ol + (S, Z)-6-nonen-2-ol 4 (S,2)-
6-nonen-2-o0lS H 2 X O 2 AL&5HH(Kozlov et al., 1996), E.
cicatricellax= (R)-heptan-2-ol + (R,Z)-4-hepten-2-ol-+(Z)-4-
hepten-2-one-& A 220 2 ARE-El31(Zhu et al., 1995), E.
sparrmannella*= (S)-heptan-2-ol + (S, Z)-4-hepten-2-0l-2 A3 7|
2203 ALSETHZhu et al., 1995). Type [l ¥ Z2-L ks
TA 0| |2 7|7} B2 E 22 ZH=rhNaka and Fujii, 2020).
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Type Il ¥ 222 A5 B33 (Erebidae), AP Geo-
metridae), ZLTH Lyonetiidae)ol £3l= Lol 4] HalE
S=tl, oI5 Type Il #H|2o] =Y o= gos] v T&
S FEEE 719 4 eAle ERsith(Naka and
Fujii, 2020). =3} URY Fofl wh} 7 7HA] o] Rl 9] w2
o] EAES Tk AEE 2009 FollA Haleo] gtk
(Naka and Fujii, 2020).

H 2 2o] g%l F = £ o L2 70001 FojlA] AH| =
= 7ol 8l A 2lo4l(Naka and Fujii, 2020) <15 =3¢t
e FE Iu SolA 7P B FolA el 2ol 548E L
ol shAeh Ll v A & 4%(155,000 ~ 160,000 5)
of] BlarshH T 0.4% A =Tke] Lol A w2 2A4do) B
3 Ao A TR O] Lol A A 2 S ok HhE
A 952 e ole}. AR AH| Zzo] Rl WSS T
=AY 507, o] 50 JH 22 A= o

Y, B HE oot 9l 2, 1A A o R i,

o @A AEH R 2ro)al gl ow, AFEfA |2
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o] Q15 WaES IS Bhek. At 10-20
A 77 BofollA] £ =04 ] Zdo] gl
A gt o= 2 oAM= theAl et
BSl Ho] S AR 5 Lpgro] asie
B E ASHE Yol ofsiAz dofdt
Hf|(Zweerus et al., 2021) o|2]gt =7 o] W=}
Tt J S A= TREA] o, i of
R Am|2 g 7Hel T v el
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Ao ZHE WEEH AU R EL WAJ7]E(odor plume)S
FASHA F7] ZEE el o] 5ok, WAlZ ] E ekl 2
A &R Al Zko s=uko W af 7}k filamentous odor strands)

il
)
<

7| 0]°8-5hH(Murlis et al., 1992; Levakova et al., 2018),

A7FERe Qo] 24E GASobet 550 ARl WE

N
)

2
(PAISL ch o) et A5t
B glo] ulzrel o] Al 3718 e v ashAl

B} ool AT} Bl AR E ABE A 2Halo] 37
02 90 $1012 Hobb] 918, 4L AT AT 2
2P0 251 24 9l ]aaks 47to] 7 0% vk 5
= A 2R WAFERS AAIShRA S 28 L)
SlaAte MREe IR § 4 Qlofof o B ohek

7} 3]8-X| 7H(recovery time)©| o} &
274

Ho] 2 wgslo] glofof gtk e vgtow, AL YAt E
L 7], A, 22317 QejAl= AJ7HESS(time resolution)
m o2} F7HE8]5(spatial resolution) . o5 £olof it}
L A W22 2 A A" o] 3t e S W Ak S
ULk U 72 714 L AEF| o2 oloj Bz A%
Hp= A9 H X (pulse) FEI= AAHe w2 A5
o] WIZRE E W2 Hol= AoR defA glow, ol=gt
5t A2 A}=- HlZ(optimum frequency of
periodic stimulation)=1~10 Hz Q1 1 0 & X 31%]o] QJt}(Vickers
and Baker, 1992; Rospars et al., 2003).

A L] oA | 2ol thRl WA of 2] 7kA] AU
= A 914 aglof o)) FaFe vtk W Ao el e
of thet E Wha/d vrolofl whet k= Zlo] Uxkaolm,
HE 3t 5 w3 ok T HkgAdo] AL FUeke AR
HoltiBaker and Cardé, 1979; Turgeon et al., 1983; McNeil,
1991). 57 Lhapo] szio] ofal vhg L o) ZolE o
g ). Qo] W do| 48| A4s SA0) Ao
gk wkgAdol st 3ol SltkShorey and Gaston,
1964, Castrovillo and Cardé, 1979; Kanno, 1981; Tomescu et
al., 1981). SpA|RE 2Hd3] o8 2o = 47 2 2
]2 #| 2ol tht 3 Whe-& 12 5FA] e=the Hark 3lo]
OF7ke] Hlo. i 961 7] © & HrtE| ¢t Tomescu et al., 1981). 7
AR Agroris ipsilon)©) 7% %3 Lpike] oA A2
ol gt vk3-go] nm| Fof A 5] Fof=i= HhHo| 7]5=4]

= HAllol tieh W42 S7sl=d, ol A2 AL

il

rII,
olo
filo
e
|o
N
N
4

=

¥3:2 ¥is}A] 91 ] o] 221 antennal lobe)o] 2
= A7 22 0] Whg-/d o] W] wZo] ™, o] A2 A o]
0] oA 20]317] ] Aake A B Aol ohRg wael
=t =20] " Ao|tal s4]siti(Barrozo et al., 2011).

du2= ZXIRE A x| DiiK|e| 2R

PR F 22 oA HEd R WA= ol F
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<, 371 E5ol wet HAj7Fol E2|7he 3ol Al =
SPH A EXSE U7 F (turbulent) S & ASH (Murlis et al., 2000;
Rospars et al., 2003). 53], 21& 5 241 & WA L 3:9E
FsAA WA 2w v BR6HA Hok ook
=2, oA WEE #2223 ARto] Z2WA Ha} Sl
of Ao 2 HAUZHA B, o= 37| SFHE T AlREL 2
I 9l EApge] ofsl G wWol =tk ofof wh, widsh=
FHo] A= A7 S0l AAShE Hl2a WA
Wl (frequency)+= #|2E-S WESh= A3lo] = 7MY
72lol gt A EE W22 3Hek(Stengl, 2010). 5=7F &2 30
A S O HAPTL o) F 8l Bk & Yol w1
2 A5 7hecieh WA le] 5, W5 o] el HREe ot
Ao AP E A B]AE o] T Fkert A} FolEm(Jacob et
al., 2017; Levakova et al., 2018), o] wj&o] R o] A
O AZ(AIRY o] ol 5t T oY Hl2iro e Ao A
H g A o ke BAREe) Alto] i)
517] wZofl AH| 23 o] = A= o] o] EAfFo] Eofof H
Aol Qe FAA HE=E oz PgAQl AR E gt
4= Stk

TS 550 A Q| 2ES " HH 254
O 2 AZR YA 4159 e ot w2 WA 5=
upe Bk AEd] &2 = H3(upwind flight)S Al2ksHH,
HA71E QtollA ZHdA o8 whies dAZES &4 o=
HAISHEA H|3S AlESHA Flk. o] uf B (pulse) FE) = 7
A ez A7 A S Al BUE sk HigS ASd v
ol H = A 55 JA =, vk ekt 2] 0 = 8|3y
W3S WOl “casting’ o] }al Eel= A LA L MRS Bk
A Bl 2 R A7 S-S RIS = AleE g )
2 W71 ol A i Asd HIdishs 7lo] vid=
A& B A A 7L v o = vk Tlofl= A7)
Fa%t angl Aog HojA, #2i2E gR|shA H3gstd
T A7) S0l #71 5 A Algto] HatstA &
A AL 8RS AlRFsto] WAz gl ARtk A
™ =] @It Mafra-Neto and Cardé, 1994; Vickers et al., 2001).
TAE 5 WA E QhollA] BlaS & wjof = v ko
2oz nlgfsly] Hihs o e A TA0E FE4(‘zig-
zagging anemotaxis’)< Ho|n H|#ste] WAl 59 7R}
215 Al gRlshiA #2zo] WEE= A sl Uolrt
= o] Qlti(Kennedy et al., 1981; Murlis and Jones, 1981;
Baker et al., 1985; Koehl, 2006; Willis et al., 2013). 712 9|
2Eg WEeh QIS ot et o] s W Swg 0}

O3 5 YES AWORNE Ei 70| 1YH BA T

[
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THKaissling and Priesner, 1970). 471 L9] #| 2 2o

& e o7 8elof ol = B = Stk
2271 9] 335 HU-S-7 Anderson et al., 2003; 2007) k] &2+
<(antennal lobe) 2] AFEA(glomeruli)o]] ¢l ¢1gHA1 7 (inter-
neuron) 2] W-3(Anderson et al., 2007)-2 B 22| ZA| ==
Tl o] I e 7h okl B E Gl o] Ao A Hl=
2ol A = H 7 L] sl 2o gt fE w0l &
7he]w o] AFEl7F24 ATE o) Al = QlthE A HojFd
A, 2 o] A e 2o ek HeA(Rhs- ) o] H el
ofsl| S7Fek = Athar == Aok spA|NE o] A
2 A 24 e w2 gAY 2
T WA gheths 23 dofA of B 21 Lo H| 2
ol tieh uke- A= Al sl S7kskeAl LTSS
oFA] E T Stth SHAITE B A 2 FEo] B2l s
U 719 | 22 o]] ot Bl E WS- AHes Raxshe 2o ont
Zlo]ciBartell and Roelofs, 1973; Figueredo and Baker, 1992;
Stelinski et al., 2003; Judd et al., 2005).
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Slah e TEE werE WA Al 2Eo] Baslt o)2 9
3 47 o] Ezolliz 7} 2 A RS AEH 0 2 Thaa)
= WAJZFZEA| EZ(OSN: olfactory sensory neuron)E°] £
oF $AL BT A RS HREO R sl thE o] 2
w550 W2 RS Hee) Adal] gIaiH 7] Fol ohyl
T 0] HRE RS IR 7HAsHs Ag WA
3 (antagonist OSN) & =2 7= 797} Wt
RS F BES P18 1L 24g0] S E ] i, wet
A o] i Eshs #| =) 27442 5 W /HAIZE ol 7t A2
Holakar A= QA tH Lofstedt et al., 1993). 5FX|qk, o] )
BRSSO ARG Aol weh Stk Hl 2] 24
of| 7 o7} 9k Zlofeh= ol o] th=aL {tk(Allison and
Cardé, 2008; Ruther et al., 2009; Harari et al., 2011; Gonzalez-
Karlsson et al., 2021). =% UYiFe] 3¢ A2 2-& 1A=
7} sgage) 24 vl ol ol Tzl WG 3] el 54
ZA]oul 5% g2 20 2 9lAlGke] QA E HES- s 0 7 o]
of21ekL A 7hElo] ghs, olelet Q140 1A vzl )
90k ST S e HRE 2o o]
87} Qlol= 550) Wz Eow gl4sle] 2 gelHirhs B
7} JthKarpati et al., 2013). o]} Z-2 W o g 4~
NAE SA43 mr Asahe] Aol HarkE o} ri(Cotton
et al., 2004; Nieberding et al., 2012; Chemnitz et al., 2015). %]
o Aol A, oA U] rEShe w2 242 11 A9
AP A4 5)S whadstol, ol et AolE 44 ol
S 251 e U ot Rl 88
Hol| A THAJELO & JLAJ =] Au)| 2o
Z2Q381ca =9 E](Gonzalez—Karlsson et al,, 2021). o] A+
of| wh=H, Bl Ui Pectinophora gossypiella) 5712 5%
o] 22 ko] ] 2 Ao, ol7} B el Hla of )
o7 o, 2 oFzlo| H]af Hoke & A3 Ao A 7F
A frelEiz], of ol A Bxlo] 2 g ofR) A 1

23

thQl eFAlol| wlsl WEsl= #|220] ZZ/ZE o] dHA| HlEo|
ETh 22, o] U 2 oA ehe] Bt A o 5]
Sz # =2 o/ A=A B]e41 0.5:0.5 ZZ:ZE H]-go] B]sf 24
0 F 1} oFA o] W1 0.6:0.4 ZZ:ZE v]&0) T 751 5
Ql=]o], tHg & a2 /g o] 22 W37 A 2 =7 1<l
2ol P Frhs AE HolFrh
urE UWEE ASZHE HIZ2E BHX| 2olis

Hel-S Al&SHEA 715 SAE 245 HAEEE Fo
ko 2 EASH= B0 A RS 2|54 02 R SHHA

e Yk
Alzsglo] o

8 R ] S 442 |2 714
=2 A5 Eafls(spatio-temporal resolution)
= 7ok 3“3} 0|2 93| NEZ &3y Txo| ¥RE 77t

7](pheromone sensilla )—% | Ul 22719 Z271o]| ZA5HH, 2=

AP B L g mopo] 1717158 ol 83N 5 T
0] o R B 1 £AS AAOR ), A 4 9
o). olo} Bl A Sof mhm g e

23 10~3071¢]
9] 6 m(Kaissling,
1996; Rospars et al., 2003; Justus et al., 2005; Stengl, 2010;
Tripathy et al., 2010), @8l (Heliothis Virescens)2 A &2
1 ms ol Woj#] Qx| QRS # 2R} H|22 2158 anta-
gonist) ] HAN7IH(odor strands)ES 58 4~ At Baker
and Fadamiro, 1998). 7

_/’:
HRE WA AEES FAS AlEE
1

Lpke. b aabul A] ghbs 74
7SS we A FA]skal A HshH A oFFlS ZolrtoF 1]
ool =3 W] #| 22 A77)= AlXH E-sis(temporal
resolution)©| o} 2™ 18)7] 8] HES- T F|E o) dej=

AREE oF g, olelg i AZHA a5 WAz
9] = AME7] o £ WA=E-A|(OR: olfactory receptor)
o} Az 2R BA} g 5w BafEo] ohe HRE
& B a7} Al o]k 15, BAE S
Aol wh=w ol23t AES dhe HEs o aa(PDE:
pheromone-degrading enzyme)7} Wi =71 9] o252 7+217]
of Eo]& o g ZAstrKIshida and Leal, 2005). g+ A¢ 7,5‘_4.}
of = 2 LS #2244 100 ms ol HEd
@1t De Bruyne and Baker, 2008).

LIdo| HZ= 22 AIAE

Lig dul2= ZZ7(e] szt HZ2Ee| ZZ7| L OfF

Strausfeld, 1990; Stengl, 2010; Sun et al., 2019). 4H 1
A|LJSFI Lpike] BE obeixl Au| R 27| 55 &
o] 7} @ amtr|(flagellomere)of] T EAsh= 11942171
(trichoid sensilla)©]tl(Sanes and Hildebrand, 1976). S}A|qt,

YAIYHFQ] Eriocrania semipurella®) 73-9- $719] &7}
= 718721717} obd AR |(auricillic sensilla)7} o]
RIAo] W RS sl o Bt mns)
SJ=d|(Larsson et al., 2002), L2 A1 Y= 2f|(Trichoptera)
o A& H]|s=5t AE P2 7102 Ko Larsson and Hansson,

1998), ofitie WpRollA Hl2Eg AAshe A2 7= AR

=0

otk ;Or
o
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FA7NA BEsto] WA RG22 BElo] $2 A
ofeh A1o] ALK Yuvaraj etal, 2018). 3, o]2fzt Fe
2} sk ol 4 w2 48] sfabd wislishet
o] ek AQHEI ek Yuvaraj et al, 2018). F-A% LhiE
o] 45 Sol2lel Amoy A= AZ7|So] Heje REL
A= ISk oA Bol I, % Afolo] o7ke] o] S ke
397 ekkingetal, 2019). Ao 22 1442 B 42
A Bol A9l WA e 2] 1B EAfsh ofel}
A ez

B4 EBrle] dA7)E SollA 7HE 11 FFell &3tk
Lee and Strausfeld, 1990; Gomez et al., 2003; Stengl,
2010). o] 52 /dEs] 11 @ BFo g vlw A {2 HAS 7t
A Apo. = WA QlojA, 27| o] 375l njFge =
EAhE Hl 2 BARE ST e wth AR
Aoz EA27 = 7Haa A7) wiZe] 24 02 QMg w7]
A8 2719 FEIF FA7E F4-2(thick walled sensilla)
ot 217 I = vAHlE(pores)> 27 0] A2 Ho|th
2o ohE WA 1S v =, e 2 142
7] 3ol 2740] 10~50 nm =91 g2 vlAlg-5o] &8t
o, o] HAlE= T3l Hl=E A A7 WRE S0l
Z o 2 A2 A 9Jci(Steinbrecht, 1997). LUHo] AR 2 S 4
4*/d(hydrophobic)& W= -¢-7F @o, wheha] 24491 2
25 ®HO| Sl 5o FEEY HEshd & S
(Stengl, 2010). FE|Z FH | FEt] S8 HE=s 2Aks
2AT5 BT gt Q) o] 5she o= AZE, o]
[0l S0l 219l 2kahA] 2/4do] Auzto] wAlE-2 F3l
2717) R 938 B0l 9% ol HElE Fijo] £e8
F= 7107 HoltiMaitani et al., 2010). oS Eof, A9 2&
A BE9] 44=AJ(hydrophobicity) ]| 2}o| 7} U= = 74A] U,
Helicoverpa zea®} Uthesia ornatrix, 5712 Ao 252 7HA] 71
H71717] 9] 22 AR u] 7 (atomic force microscopy) o=
atelo] Evle] S5 BAS 2R Aol 2w, 717)
SElof Sl D] HETH T T E2 S Afolof sjetd 2
Ko| Gt o)50) 4ol o)z} glow, ol 2ol 7} sl
o] AHE Bl 3R 4] sisbd B43} plo] 9L, of
L AR v Be A Bho] £2S E0h w1
= H} QJthMaitani et al., 2010). =7 Eo]|& 719771 = R
7 R AJRo] BEH O WHSei], taty T %
E7tolliz s 2uT}§ AL 2 40] tha) 217t ok
7 8 71 Bl e 18] Sl Exfake A
Ik SHAIEE 7150] A ThE AJelA ERle] 47 Sol
171717) = 1 o Wl A2 o] kBl A9
(Hansson et al., 1995).
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H 28 427 FE 2 vAES 6 A7 R 5o
P HE2E A vAlsel] dAEe] BRI w|axYH(pore
tubule)2 whet o] F8Ieh7E, 72 7] -S| 727] |z o A
Bl= 9|22 AT Z)(PBP: pheromone binding protein) 1} At
slo] o] EsliAl =71 EHO| = Fl=eE 5-8-A|(pheromone
receptor) 2} AFEHe}. o]ofA] 8A 9} AFE o HETIY
& 7jmAEE ol 2e] B8o] Wsi], WA} AH S0l
25 sl WARZFZFAI G Al SE(OSN: olfactory sensory neuron)
oA Zg7d$(action potential) 7} WAYsI HME7]E wet
o] 2ZFd(olfactory lobe) o= HEHTE 727] Qto= &
o7t S BAp} s AR At ARk A7)
FHO| #| 2 8|2 Aetstr] sl ol sshs THgollAl, )
EEATh A o] At E40] o] 4719 54 H=E AR
of thgt S5k w3t ARt o] s A o= Helrt 4
£ =01, vl (Lymantria dispar)o| A= #2223
ol g 212 Aiof| o} 53 AjteS Kol gl

o] 2 th2 v|2 8 Yoo Y AASS T2 4 ik

H = AR ofy et AlE A EE e &
o =t oA 9] AEH, 5] ofu|= o4
ERHoith 819 2 H 2 EAR= Al WY 5
LA EE=o] H2E E3|EA(PDE: pheromone-deg-
rading enzyme)©]l 2J3l Zafj o] HZAS} He Ao ® Hel
o} #| 2 Hefj gt ol Ak Bol A o' B2 L] wafol i
ofsh= Aoz HolAuk FujAM LRt FARE Spodoptera
littoralis | A= -5 L3 ¥ 22 E-of A7} | =) A Al
EAL 1% Bajlsls 2 02 oe]F 0 w(Durand et al., 2011),
ojft SAS e w2 Edl A ohE E Y vl A
= ZlE At Vogt and Riddiford, 1981; Vogt et al., 1985;
Ishida and Leal, 2005).

u:mﬁ{rm
%
o
R
H
Ly

o232 HEZo| My |ME|™M =X&: EAG, GC—EAD % SSR

ol A sl zo] # 2ofl Bh-g-sto] WA ZHZA| 2 o) A
AR 841919k B Pl 2R A714 ] Alzo)7] di
of AAZto g ZZsle] ZZHAEZ(EAG: electroantenno-
gram)4 ©H72}7] 7] Z2(SSR: single sensillum recording)2- =
3] 21 W 4= 3131, EAGE 71AI 2 ukE 18] 32(GC: gas
chromatogtraph)2} ?1250] 55} 423} Z7ke] W92 FA|




o 2A3H= 7]%°] GC-EAD(coupled gas chromatograph-
electroantennogram detection)o| ™, o]&3t 7] |stA 7]
&2 W2 LA 2R FA o S AREE o] gt

EAGE: 7o) 9l B WAIIZ7I59 8-S Fa80
2 275He 714, EAGE AHgha olei7b s 2 5 )
A B E] that  Lb 52k] 4S8 v A Zherstan

A 34 D) ofe) 0] T UYL

3t Chilo parttellus 7191 A EAG HF-& Z4510] |22
AE2] (Z)-11-hexadecenal(Z11-16:Ald)3} (Z)-11-hexadecenol
(Z11-16:0H) 9] th& A Ht} 2 EAG W= 427]|= 20|
3}o]= v} )t Hansson et al., 1995). GC-EAD+= VJH-S Z3}
3RS 250 i E4o] ol gH o ofdElo] &
71ER, 0|5 o] 85 H2E AR FEEAES wEL Yot
A =AT 2= 9k
HHZ71715(SSR) WA Z 7] ol S Q= 2 A
AFEE9) WRg/dS Atk A71ARIsHAR] 7[R o) o
&alA A 7HA] BHl 9 sl 2 2710l S0 e WA
M5 s B8 whefd o= Qlek 3 7l w2 A7)
ofl= HE 1-3709) WA A 27 EA 5k, SSR& =)
A == 257 9](action potential; spike)2] 37] ] ule} o W
A7)0l EAsk= A= e dHAEAl w3k 4
Ut o] uff A 2= T4 7o) vheshe= uMH livl 7
&7 wel weshe HAEAI ] -u—*o =710 Bl
72 H(Ammagarahalli and Gemeno, 2014; Baker et al., 2012),
wHebA o] WAIAA| 227 E WYshe BEalele] 2717t
g o= Aol Ql=d|(Meng et al., 1989; Hansson et al.,
1994; Kumar and Keil, 1996; Koutroumpa et al., 2014; Jing et
al.,2019), o]740] el BAkIAI = o} Hameleh. ol

g, SSRof 4] kel BE 910 2717h AgE A9 o] 5ol
W sjhe] WA A Lhe AlB ek HrHel 27

(

= 2 7 itk A& =01, ol A SSRE: sho] Bl=3t 7]
NS e] T 23S IAR o] A7 o= g 1Y
ARt 282 W7l Haso] Sled
(Baker et al., 2012; Wu et al., 2013), ©]Zl o] Aj&Ql 7=
= 4 glom] waby of5 ol A ZAE WANZE o] WAl
2T} St oAk EAIE THe A WAl 4 912 Aol
oI A% SSRE o by WAL 1o Sl

2 wek SIS shore 4 gl e )

o

WA A o)

1z o

=2
AR 2AS ZH T GAE AR Ectropis

J

grisescens®} E. obliqgua =719 70| Q= WA 7]
2328} o] 50 o] Fof | =z Aol thrl SSR ¥k
AR Aol A, =71 9] A 2o TRl BEE- Zpol= AN
Z}719] B3zo} o] ¢ E}jl A =] 3lth(Jing et al., 2019). ©
Aol M= 2 Szl = A ez 24719 FEfet

St
BN Lo

0|
m

e

=

W= 73 Ale]of Hl:gh, AJH| 28 A2 E 28 Gl
Al 74 Erel o] 2719 Whg 598 = 5 2ol vl wek v, 2

o)
[e) o=
] g2 il E3HE W2 Hol= Al

7}
HAAZE 7
e 54 Bl A7) o] RS A EEo R AN
o] S7ol| o Wol FEJITaL shEA, ZF Bkl 4279 &
E(LE)7h ol 9 w2 24 vlEa ARtk Fl=T,
o] 0] ukalel A7) Qe M= Ae FujR L Holc,
177} o) o]l Lp Foll A 328 277]o] So] 9]
+ WA S FollA 1 2lRkE(ligand) & EA] Hoh= A
Q7 &3 QIti(Berg et al., 1998; Lee, 2006; Lee et al., 2006).

& 5ol H lrescensOH gt gk A-toll A, shute] HEE
= 7 N WA o 22 = 7] T
HAYEA|(OR)E©] HHE+= A& in situ hybridization & &
HR=d, ol 5 OP‘/P~ ¥ 2 A At o skt
= , O A& o] 2] X714 2]
AT At AXsH=H|(Krieger et al., 2009; Baker, 2009),
o1& A 27 U B7ke] S Sold] WA z]o) £
AH WAGZAES o4 HES SRR o 5
7} 53 Zlolgh= of|&0] Q1 th(Krieger et al., 2009). 0|2} 2+
o, Th of¢] Lppol A olefat ATLE ok, 47 Sol
2 WAE7] qroll Sl of 2 HAIREAAl S ol Al =ikt
S upefeA] b2 WA ZE 9] BRt=E el ol
Tl Mz 5= WAL EAEY] i Foll gt s &
A& HElthd o] 59 HEs I WA EAl Al2EE ofslist

<t 2 ==0°] 2 Aotk

Ligle| 2= 2z M=

¥ 22 A 2o Qs B2 - 8AI(0R) 2] A S/t
ofol whZ = A 22 WhE-2 54 Ao tis =
AwstElo] Qlrks Aol UubAQl Azto| 2 vH(Nakagawa et
al., 2005; Zhang and Lofstedt, 2015), I Lol A= WAl
A7} A TSl ~?*g% Zrzth o] BEo]

QITH Wanner et al., 2010; Liu et al., 2013). S J3H k-3 EAS

[e}
ZHe 28 A EE ) 57 1] 22e] gl A
=S

o
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A= o] BFY] WARZFZA| 2 0] 425 whedSITH Christensen and
Hildebrand, 1987; Hansson and Sylvia, 2000; Masse et al., 2009;
Kuebler et al., 2012; Brill et al., 2013; Jing et al., 2019). J1F=]
O 7P vt w2 WA 2 Ee] HlEs 4wl &
shElof QAL o] 59 FAE7]= MGCE] 71 2 AtAllefl &
A&, F(minor) 2ol 53 WA ZES 1 D=7}
LA Akl Al l=HlJing et al., 2019), o] 710 AHEA<
A Lol Frj2g Aol & 7] FEd A
shuke] 217 o] 2t 5323 F(minor) ol 53+
Mz A S A 01 = 7857 B7] whieoll, o2t
go] A= WY E A= ethe Holtk

Lito] MHZ= Zzhmo] T

S22 2270 B 1-370) WAl
FAR OE 22 R = oy AR AEsH
4] UK Ostrinia nubilalis) 9] 73-5-0])
ol g 7] Ro) Bz h2t]nto] ZAst,
o= Al 7ol WA} S,

= /4w 2= (antagonist)of] S8} 0] 1Tt
- 2014). webA, H]stt EAS A 2Ee
2 ARESh= oleh FARE)] WK O. furnacalis) @] 47 =
Ve 7re A AElS 7h71 Q)3 ol b S22 Aotk
eI Y H N ( Manduca sexta) 5712 2240 Q= RE W
WS FoA] oF 32%7F 5 BolHel ez
Eo] 9l H2E gz EZetn BuE vl 9o m(Stengl,
2010), o]AH Z Lol Al H| 2 T/ &l Sahe WAl
ZHA 2L = o7 A TRl WA 2E 4= Sl 71
A @kl A ZEE 31 Qe Baker et al., 2012; Koutroumpa et al.,
2014).

Ipo
5
1o
3:

[o

]_

° X oy
£
3
_N

20 N
=2
ol

e
ol

o 2

o
TI_E-IZ

Norle 0 W
N _.1>,

o

_‘\i

= O
ol &2 4 &+

(Koutroumpa et al

S5 U E240] S 28 72| S 2 A o] obd 2
3= (antagonist) o] E3+E WAz ZE0] ZA5}t=T]|
(Almaas and Mustaparta, 1991; Wang et al., 2021), 0|52 %
FO| 2T AR Q1AL Hrh YIS St k2 Fale] P

o] 28 4 Qi 3RS gtk AYzhE 1 gle) o2 Sol, H7
AR Agrotis ipsilon)2} AXE|UENA. segetum)S ZFZ¢

Al 7HA] s ARl 22 o2 ARgSkeT, & 58l F 4
[ (Z)-7-dodecenyl acetate(Z7-12:Ac) L (Z)-9-tetradecenyl
acetate(Z9-14:Ac)]ol] A-E3} = WAIZZA| 3L 2of| 4. segetum

& Korean J. Appl. Entomol. 61(1) 1~14 (2022)

o] |25 AJBQ] (Z)-5-decenyl acetate(Z5-10:Ac)ol] T3l A
FA4Q1 WSS oh= WAL A, segerum o= A
ipsilon®] ZZko] ZA5tH, oli= FAREY F & 1+ T4 4
gof] £ &=80| E]i= A o & A 7+E|9)tHRenou et al., 1996). 0]
oA 2, etV H. armigera) . S22 B 228 of
Ut §ARES] B2 5 AJE] (Z)-11-hexadecenol(Z11-16:0H)
of MiEA o g Whgohs AHZAIRZZE 3 F2to]| qlofA
FARE S | 225 QAR S 24 o] Z3ko] ALEo] T=8-0]
Fthar oy A Xt Chang et al., 2017). o]E%, Lpko] w25
A EES FF0l obd 22 5ol &3k thE T 9A
of| | HFEEth= Zlo] YubA Rl Q1A ofTh. Sk gk, X <hehl
W, 55 d7lo] ulidss Aol A A
ZFo] o] mds Aol 9
A gtch= H 117} Q) Chang et al.,

PSS 2% 5

A
_l

o

fru

r

N)

ol

%,

M

lo

flo AL » of

lo o f”i)lll'

N -

N 2

E o
rr
o=
=
E\I

oy
N
ol
ol
N
2
L
o
Pru
H
Ju
_\ﬂ
9
?9

A o] e
ol ek A7 4oL}
o ¢i72 B, of 1t ﬁ W22 A
= A oFefof Al o v A] 2 WA 7] S0l A vk
B e
S04 9t EE It Levakova et al., 2018).

o rr
ot wx

£
o~
lo
é
£

N
N
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o

ol
12
ﬁ
N
Jhu
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_|9|_15
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>
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Jh
=

L

32 HZE ZZP7(0 SEShk= oI5ZZMIE

(Co—compartmentalization)

W2 74 2 e w22 2ol F 7 B Al K
O WARIZHA| s Eo] S5k ZF WARZHA| 2= 578 &
o] A&} =] o] 9J=t|(Wang et al., 2021), S 4 EF] o] WAY
HZHA|EE] 22 WA 710l FAl E01 A=A(“co-com-

partmentalization’)&= o}2] £ %] ¢t} &

SO | 2 S A s WA A s e} Rl Eoll S35
WAFZA 27 A 501 = B-57F o] I E Tk el
L] A5 7 5ol 20l C-E) 27l oll= =

ZEA|227E 5ol Qledl, St ol -4 ] B TR (2)-9-
tetradecenal(Z9-14:Ald) ol E3}=] o] )
121 Z11-16:0H9 E3}=] o] °1E](Chang et al., 2017). LAY
W2l Eriocrania F'27W T FAOAE 22 FHEHE
B W ZEA) 22} antagonist OSN O] 7] 0] Q=) 291
CHLarsson et al., 2002). o]2]3+ A& t+2 WA 727 9] co-
compartmentalizationo] UpHlo] #| 2 2.8 &-2]3} uff E4 A&
ol gt Ale7H4 EelisS =i} etk dsfizt Sick
Baker (2009 o] 2t s 2.2 72k |ofle] A2 Tk 2 WAzt



A 3.2] co-compartmentalization< LFH-9] sfjit A E-Eof 3t
117 E(stereotypical) 35 BHg-= sk, 4 F 7 A=
o2 922 3 EAE0| vhS3itkal shAl, o] = Aol

2R A2 424 3ok B W FZM]EQJ co-com-
Hlae=

S H3
Tgo]d Ao, thE 7§—?—c compartmentahzatl n %
Ol WA 25 &= s WA 2N 2= 4317 28-S 3=
CHE 391 MR il Sabapl 9 o) 34450
A] o &|(time-space reporting error)E &Y S Z A WA71E2]
ZA] golg ek Al 942 Aolgkal itk Baker and
Fadamiro, 1998; Todd and Baker, 1999; Baker, 2009).
oA o FR0 WARZAIEN AL B FR0] WAl
LA|(OR)Tto] W Eth= A ZHone OSN-one OR principle)
= 2] QS Sl 1EA o Ae-sol HarEar Qi
(Goldman et al., 2005; Domingue et al., 2007). 9| & 591, 54
2ol A B2 42710 5o = Al 1S HANTZAA]
= 5 ol T 7 7] H = Aol 3k F o] WA
HIEZ S-S 22} sl A8 A(OR) &1 3 6k Wi,
/g itol E3bE Al HA WAL 2= o7 kA A3
o 53k #25 7P7<H ORES “sA|of W sh=d],

NN

Sl

ol 5 2 7HA B e Hrt dEs] 5] %t A
oz} A= E](Koutroumpa etal., 2014).

HEE 227(0] Y= A2 WA 22

T2 e #| 2o ek kg dso] Al dAlE e 9
3f 93k Wr=rh= H 15T} tjEof(Light et al., 1993; Reddy
and Guerrero, 2000; Deng et al., 2004; Yang et al., 2004), L+
$70] 7 217 -2 Thes] sl ekl et o] of]
AgsE T2 817 WARE A Ste) A A-go] ojsk
olgk= FAo] A 715 al itk (Borrero-Echeverry et al., 2018).
AT, littoralis) 9] 75- A& WAl o] A
9] *éuﬂiﬂoﬂ gt vhSoll G2 A A, o] Ff 7o) 7
220 8 Bfolls AR HZEol e fRAERE AlE
WAlEA o] Jﬂiﬂﬁ A HAE AT wl=mol et 4
& vRe-AJo] X Z715kctal B 15 it Borrero-Echeverry
etal,, 2018). 5 HolS Foll, A= Ad2o] #H= ol gt ot
vl 4271 9] Hh-3-2 Z7HA] 7] A H(Dickens et al., 1993; Light et
al., 1993; Yang et al., 2004; Schmidt-Biisser et al., 2009) 214
Sch=(Pregitzer et al., 2012; Jung et al., 2013; Party et al.,
2013; Rouyar et al., 2015; Badeke et al., 2016; Lebreton et al.,
2017) A5+ Aipgo] HarEar glojAl, A= WAlEdo] 4

=

U] g 2 el sl vl A §aEe Sl we the A
© 2 WeltiLebreton et al., 2017). ﬂ?‘oﬂ*ﬂ—a U=
0] 2R gk £191 Wkgo] 714 E AH“X‘OH BE
ok = Q= olFAl =M o g Alo] 7 A E
ZHlo2 gelso] 4R Wase

o] dg)= A7 T8 4= okl S 4] & ¢l ch(Pasqual et al.,
2021).

yo
[e]
Y WS Fe

oM, S L 7134180l SRR ARULTIE ol
A 550 ehrlo] Qs 9N e BRS ¥Y 4 U A
© 2 HoltiRouyar et al., 2015). o] e} Freid}o], 4=71] AlH)|
R 717 of 5 A Relz k1A ok B4 A1 WA
B0 AEH 02 Wgake WARZHESL Sol Gl B9
7} it of ol i3k WA ZIA| 7L EAfH=A), 11 o]

SF WAREZEA 3ol Bl el E4dE Ul AlE dAER
o] o] 3Zof " A&Z sh=Al= oH] ErgsHAINt, 3t 7F
A 7Fs/3S T HAMZ A o] 3k AlE WS el 2
Aie FAl AR ZH Al WA EA] Eoll e
o 552 QI Aol Hrk JEE A4 4 ok Aolch
TR HAAA R A= Al dAlE o] #| 22 HAEZA
28 7 275101 F2AHagonis) TS Trhe HILE 9)
THRouyar et al., 2015). o]&} H|5=3t A7} =g=3}2)(Dro-
sophila melanogaster)ol| A= 2115 v} 9l =g, o] ATLoA=
7| 2ol E3HE g HA8A(OR) &} AlE WAl EZ o] E3F
%l 3FOR o] A 7 7149 ORO] & Lo Y2 ol A

it

=
=3

] o] WAZIA 27 2E0]Z Q] YA BAIS wi/le}
11, o3 Al B WA EA o] %/\}%—?l . simulans @} ©] & Ao]
9] 27+ Ao 243 I3 shrba 4% 9t Lebreton et

al., 2017). o]} THAT 22 Ao Wk, o] 27 w2
£ HEL o] Qi ATl APBP) o] 2 A3

Bohieh 3 4 Widess § Peke 33 s
(Sun et al., 2019; Zhang et al., 2021), o|Zl o] HZ & 717}
ARl 42 el e 1e el o

H2A li—l HkgAdo] e %‘*Hg;‘e of —4511 2AH= B
7} Qek(Party et al., 2009; 2013). |5 E°, Sl A A v U7
(S. littoralis) o] 0] Z0] W22 X E(Z E)-9,11-tetradecadienyl
acetate(Z9E11-14:Ac)] T3t H 22 WAZIZHA) 22 WA

o] @ 71X Al&E YA EZ(linalool, geraniol, geranyl acetate,
linalyl acetate)o] &J3f| 7FAgtchal R 1% QITHParty et al.,
2009).
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